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PART 1(Importance of the manuscript) 


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the biological spectrum and floristic composition of wetland vegetation in the Aravalli district, a region that remains relatively underexplored in terms of plant ecological studies. By documenting species diversity, life-form distribution, and adaptive strategies, the study contributes to a deeper understanding of wetland ecosystem structure and function. Such baseline data are crucial for biodiversity conservation, habitat management, and ecological restoration, particularly in the face of increasing anthropogenic pressures and climate change. Furthermore, the findings can support future comparative studies and inform regional as well as global assessments of wetland vegetation dynamics.
	
































PART  2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent but need miner improvement 
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good I suggest this 
Wetland vegetation
Floristic composition
Biological spectrum
Life-form classification
Species diversity
Aravalli district
Biodiversity conservation
Plant ecology
Habitat assessment
Phytogeography
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent, but add one more
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement, divided into sections, please 
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Not Applicable
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Need to write 
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent 
	






PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and sufficient, but I recommend citing the following papers for methodology, introduction, and discussion:
1. Ecological studies of different plant communities of Malasaid Hills
Ullah, S., Ali, S., Shakir, L., Asif, S., Subhan, G., Sohail, M., ... & Khan, Y. (2025). Ecological studies of different plant communities of Malasaid Hills, District Bajour, Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa, Pakistan. International Journal of Applied and Experimental Biology, 4(2), 249–264. 
2. Floristic composition and phenology of vegetation in district Dir Lower
Subhan, G., Ullah, S., Ali, S., Zainab, R., Sohail, M., Shakir, L., & Ullah, I. (2024). Floristic composition and phenology of vegetation in district Dir Lower, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan. Plant Protection, 8(3), 469–486. 
3. Ecological Study of Different Communities Site from District Lower Dir
Ullah, S. (2017). Ecological study of different communities site from District Lower Dir Laram Timargara, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan. Journal of Botany, 1(1), 60–78.

	




	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	

	
The manuscript presents relevant and useful information on the biological spectrum and floristic composition of wetland vegetation in Aravalli district. The study is well-structured and contributes valuable baseline data for ecological and conservation research. Although the manuscript is generally sound, a few minor revisions are required, particularly in improving the citation of relevant literature and refining certain sections of the methodology and discussion.
Overall, I recommend acceptance of the manuscript after minor revision.
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	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883]

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	






Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _GoBack]Shakir Ullah, Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, China
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